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Mark Mueller


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2022 12:11 PM
To: Mark Mueller
Subject: Re: ATP California Association of Local Conservation Corps Consultation Document


*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please use caution when opening links or attachments.*** 


Hello Mark, 
 
Thank you for reaching out to the Local Conservation Corps, LCC. Unfortunately, the LCC is unable to assist 
with this project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local 
Conservation Corps. 
  
Thank you, 
  
 
On Fri, May 27, 2022 at 3:33 PM Mark Mueller <mmueller@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote: 


Hello, 


  


My name is Mark Mueller, and I’m with the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department. We’re applying for the ATP 
Cycle 6 Grant application. Please see the attached and let me know if the Corps is able to participate in the project in 
any capacity. The preliminary project plans are being updated to include more work directly tied to the schools, but 
generally reflect the scope of the project (curb ramp replacements, RRFB installations, striping, asphalt, slurry sealing, 
etc.). If I can clarify any of that, please give me a call.  


  


Thank you and have a great Memorial Day Weekend! 


Mark Mueller, PE 


Principal Civil Engineer 


City of Santa Maria 


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 221 


Santa Maria, CA 93458 


(805)925-0951 ext. 1667 
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--  
 
Erika Romero | Program Associate 
Environmental & Energy Consulting 
1121 L Street, Suite 309 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916-426-9170 ext. 701  
916-720-0331 Direct Fax 
inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
 
Notice: This electronic message, any attachments, or images is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and 
may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution 
of this message is prohibited and may be against the law. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify us 
by telephone at (916) 426-9170 or by replying to the original email, and destroy all copies (electronic and print) 
of the original message. 
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ATP Maps & Summary Data
The tool is designed to support the California Active Transportation Program
(ATP), as well as active transportation users and practitioners throughout
California. The tool utilizes interactive crash maps to allow users to track and
document pedestrian and bicycle crashes and generate data summaries within
specified project and/or community limits.


Step 1: Select a County/City, Bike/Ped, Severity, and Years


County: Santa Barbara


City: Santa Maria


Include 1 mile buffer outside of selected County/City: No


Include State Highway Related Crashes: Yes


Involved With: Pedestrian and Bicycle


Crash Severity: Fatal, Severe Injury, Other Visible Injury, and Complaint of Pain


Year: 2015 - 2019


Crash Summary for initial parameters defined above:


Number of Crashes by Crash Severity


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 3 10 50 83 146


Pedestrian 3 38 59 78 178
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County/City Heat Map:


Step 2: Identify your project area to develop a more localized Community
 Heat Map
Select the size of your proposed project limits: Less than 3 miles across.


The heat map
intensity scale is
constant
throughout the
state.
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Community Heat Map:


Step 3: Draw the project boundaries to get detailed crash data
 summaries and map


The heat map intensity scale is
custom generated for the
selected community.
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Project Area Crash Map: 31 total crashes.


Step 4: Review the project-specific crash map
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Step 5: Review the crash summary data, graphs and tables provided.


Summary Results


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 0 1 4 8 13


Pedestrian 0 4 8 6 18







Crash List


CASE ID Date Time Primary Rd Secondary Rd Dist & Dir
from Int. 


Bike Ped Killed Injured 


6799330 01/23/2015 19:59 Pine Mill 107 ft South No Yes 0 1


7004878 06/15/2015 06:11 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7004878 06/15/2015 06:11 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7001164 07/14/2015 05:19 College Dr Fesler At Int Yes No 0 1


7030826 07/27/2015 08:31 Miller Fesler At Int Yes No 0 1


7097689 08/11/2015 20:39 Main Pine At Int No Yes 0 1


7096772 09/10/2015 20:30 Stowell Rd Bradley Rd At Int Yes No 0 1


7079503 09/17/2015 07:49 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7079503 09/17/2015 07:49 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7114409 10/18/2015 10:51 Fesler Broadway At Int Yes No 0 1


7178375 01/29/2016 18:18 Broadway Fesler At Int Yes No 0 1


8018699 04/16/2016 12:19 Fesler St Benwiley Av 60 ft West No Yes 0 1


8060536 05/12/2016 16:02 Bradley Rd Stowell Rd 150 ft North Yes No 0 1


8332838 03/20/2017 07:49 El Camino St Pine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8341428 03/22/2017 13:00 Main St Pine St At Int Yes No 0 1


8412687 08/15/2017 07:18 Fesler St Miller St At Int Yes No 0 1


8452193 09/01/2017 12:45 Fesler St Smith St At Int Yes No 0 1


8480531 10/20/2017 20:24 Main St Pine St 100 ft West No Yes 0 1


8496248 11/13/2017 17:44 Sierra Madre Av Bradley Rd At Int No Yes 0 1


8583684 03/22/2018 09:41 Benwiley Av Fesler St At Int Yes No 0 1


8595458 03/26/2018 08:02 Fesler St Pine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8595458 03/26/2018 08:02 Fesler St Pine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8609114 04/02/2018 13:41 West Fesler St North Railroad Av At Int Yes No 0 1


8671914 06/21/2018 11:47 Fesler St Concepcion Av At Int Yes No 0 1


8671448 07/16/2018 21:01 Jones St Bradley Rd At Int No Yes 0 1


8671448 07/16/2018 21:01 Jones St Bradley Rd At Int No Yes 0 1


8691930 08/23/2018 05:55 Railroad Av El Camino St 70 ft North No Yes 0 1


8712575 09/26/2018 20:50 E Tunnell St Vine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8740032 10/28/2018 16:00 Alvin Av Curryer St At Int Yes No 0 1


9010167 11/22/2019 07:39 Curryer St El Camino St At Int No Yes 0 1


9010167 11/22/2019 07:39 Curryer St El Camino St At Int No Yes 0 1
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Figure 1: Fesler Street at Blosser Road. View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on West Fesler Street. There are no 
bicycle facilities along this segment of road. 


 
Figure 2: View is in the direction of North Dejoy Street off West Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle 
facilities at this intersection.   







 
Figure 3:  Intersection of North Russell Avenue and West Fesler Street in the direction of northbound traffic on North 
Russell Avenue. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps on the north 
side of this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 4: Intersection of West Rosewood Drive and West Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle 


facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 5: Intersection of West Fesler Street and North Western Avenue in the direction of westbound traffic on West Fesler 
Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not 
meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 6: Intersection of North Fesler Street and North Mary Drive in the direction of westbound traffic on West Fesler 
Street. There is one school crosswalk from the northside to the westside of West Fesler Street. There are no other marked 
crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure  7: View is from North Mary Street facing north. There is one mid-block school crosswalk located here without curb 


ramps. 







 
Figure 8:  Intersection of West Fesler Street and North Oakley Avenue. The view is from the southeast corner. There are 


no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 9: Intersection of North Benwiley Avenue and West Fesler Street view is in the direction of northbound traffic on 
North Benwiley Avenue. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this 
intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 10: Another view of West Fesler Street and North Benwiley Avenue, going westbound on West Fesler Street. The 


curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 


 
Figure 11: West Fesler Street approaching West Fesler Street and North Railroad Avenue. View is in the direction of 
eastbound traffic on West Fesler Street. There are no bicycle facilities along this segment of road. There are crosswalks 
from the north side to the south side of West Fesler Street. There are no crosswalks across North Railroad Avenue, and 
no curb ramps for pedestrians across Railroad Avenue. 


 







 
Figure 12: North Railroad Ave/North Depot Street at West Fesler Street. View is looking north on Depot Street. There are no bicycle 
facilities along West Fesler Street. There is a crosswalk with an island stretching from the north side to the south side of West Fesler 
Street but there are no crosswalks across North Railroad Avenue. A storm drain inlet is located at this intersection. 


 
Figure 12A:  A view from North Depot Street, facing east at the intersection with West Fesler Street.  







 


 Figure 13: Intersection of North Smith Street and West Fesler Street. View is from the southeast corner. There are two 
crosswalks at this intersection, one stretches from the northside to the southside of Fesler, while the other stretches from 
the west side to the east side of Smith Street. The curb ramp located at the southwest corner of Fesler Street and Smith 
Street does not meet current ADA requirements. The crosswalk signs and markings on the east leg of the intersection will 


be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 







 
Figure 14: View is from the northeast corner of West Fesler Street and North Curryer Street. There are two crosswalks, 
one crosswalk stretching from the northside to the southside of West Fesler Street, and the other stretches from the west 
side to the east side of North Curryer Street. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. 
The curb ramps on the north side of this intersection do not meet current ADA. The curb ramps, crosswalk signs, and 
markings on the west leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 







 
Figure 15: View is from North Curryer Street facing West Tunnel Street (east leg). There are no marked crosswalks or 


bicycle facilities on this street. 







 
Figure 16: View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on West Tunnell Street (west leg) approaching North Curryer Street. 


There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities on this street.  







 
Figure 17:  Intersection of East El Camino Street and North Curryer Street, view is in the direction of westbound traffic on 
El Camino Street. There are two crosswalks, one stretching from the northside to the southside of El Camino Street and 
the other stretching from the east side to the west side of North Curryer Street. There are no other marked crosswalks or 
bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramp located at the northeast corner of Curryer Street and El Camino Street 
does not meet current ADA requirements. 







 


Figure 18: East El Camino Street and North Railroad Avenue. There are no marked crosswalks on El Camino Street or 
bicycle facilities. There are Class II Bike Lanes along North Railroad Avenue. The curb ramps at this intersection do not 
meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 19:  West Hermosa Street (west leg) and North Curryer Street. View is of the westside entrance to Hermosa off 


North Curryer Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this street. 


 
Figure 20:  West Hermosa Street (east leg) and North Curryer Street. View is looking West down Hermosa Street located 
on the east side of North Curryer Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities on this street. 







 
Figure 21: North Curryer Street and West Alvin Avenue. There is one school crosswalk stretching from the northside to 
the Southside of East Alvin Avenue. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The 
curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA.  


 
Figure 22: West Fesler Street and North Thornburg Street there are no bicycle facilities or marked crosswalks at this 


intersection. The curb ramps at the southern corners of this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 23: View is from the southwest corner of West Fesler Street and North Pine Street. There are no bicycle facilities 
at this intersection. There is one crosswalk stretching from the northside to the southside of West Fesler Street, there are 
no other marked crosswalks. The curb ramp located at the southwest corner does not meet current ADA. The curb ramps, 
crosswalk signs, and markings on the east leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming 
HSIP project. 


 


 
Figure  24: On the intersection of West Tunnel Street and North Pine Street, view is from the southeast corner of North 
Pine Street and Tunnel Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The Veterans 


Memorial Building and future plaza project are located in the background. 


 







 
Figure 25: Intersection of South Pine Street and West Mill Street in the direction of northbound traffic on North Pine Street. 
There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet 
current ADA. 


 
Figure 26: Intersection of West Chapel Street and North Pine in the direction of westbound traffic on West Chapel Street. 
There are no marked crosswalks at this intersection or bicycle facilities. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet 
current ADA. The southeast corner of the intersection is currently under construction with a plaza project which will 


reconstruct the curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramp along the plaza frontage. 







 
Figure 27:  Intersection of West Main Street and North Pine Street. View is in the direction of westbound traffic. There are 


no bicycle facilities at this intersection, there are bicycle facilities on South Pine Street, with none on North Pine Street.   







 
Figure 28: Intersection of North Lincoln Street and West Fesler Street. View is in the direction of northbound traffic on 


North Lincoln Street. There are no marked crosswalks at this intersection or bicycle facilities. 


 
Figure 29:  West Fesler Street approaching North Broadway (SR-135). View is of the intersection looking eastward from 
eastbound traffic on West Fesler Street. There are no bicycle facilities along West Fesler Street. 


 
 
 







 
Figure 30:  East leg of the intersection of West Fesler Street and North Broadway (SR-135). View is facing east with 


eastbound traffic. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street. 


 
Figure  31: Intersection of North McClelland Street and East Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks and no bicycle 
facilities on this intersection. The curb ramps located at the northwest, northeast, and southwest corners of this intersection 
do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 32:  Intersection of North Vine Street and East Fesler Street in the direction of eastbound traffic. There are no 
marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramp located on the northwest corner does not meet 
current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 32A: Another view on the corner of North Vine Street and East Fesler Street, in the direction of southbound traffic 


on North Vine Street. This curb ramp does not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 33:  Intersection of North Vine Street and East Tunnell Street facing southbound traffic on the north leg of the 
intersection. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps located at the 
northeast and southwest corners of the intersection do not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 33A: Another view of North Vine Street and East Tunnel Street, northeast corner of North Vine Street.  


 







 
Figure 34: Intersection of North Vine Street and East El Camino Street. View from southbound traffic on North Vine Street. 
There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramp at the southwest corner of the 
intersection does not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 35: Another view of East El Camino Street and North Vine Street, facing westbound on El Camino Street.   







 
Figure 36: There are no crosswalk or bicycle facilities on East Hermosa Street off North Vine Street. Existing ramps are 
ADA compliant. 


 







 
Figure 37:  Facing east on East Alvin Avenue at the intersection with North Vine Street. There is one school crosswalk 
stretching from the north side to the south side of East Alvin Avenue. There are no bicycle facilities along East Alvin Street 
and there are no other marked crosswalks at this intersection. The curb ramp on the north side of Alvin Avenue does not 


meet current ADA requirements. 


 
Figure 38: Northbound view of North Vine Street approaching East Alvin Avenue.  


 







 
Figure 39: View is from the southeast corner of North Miller Street and East Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks 


or bicycle facilities in this intersection.  







 
Figure 40:  On North School Street facing northbound traffic there is one crosswalk stretching from the northside to the 
Southside of East Fesler Street. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. All curb 
ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA requirements. The curb ramps, crosswalk signs, and markings on the 
west leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 


  


Figure 41: Intersection of East Fesler Street and North Elizabeth Street facing north. There are no marked crosswalks or 


bicycle facilities at this intersection. All curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA requirements. 







 


Figure 42: On North East Street facing northbound at the intersection with East Fesler Street there are no marked 
crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. All curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA 


requirements. 


 







 
Figure 43:  Intersection of East Fesler Street and North College Drive. The view is from the southwest corner facing north 
on College Drive. There is one crosswalk that stretches from the westside to the eastside of North College Drive. There 
are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps on the west leg of the intersection 
do not meet current ADA requirements. The southwest curb ramp, crosswalk signs, and markings on the south leg of the 
intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 







 


Figure 44: On North Concepcion Avenue and East Fesler Street, facing north on Concepcion Avenue, there are two 
crosswalks, one stretching from the northside to the Southside of East Fesler Street, and the other stretching from the 
eastside to the Westside of North Concepcion Avenue. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this 
intersection. There are also no curb ramps at this intersection. The curb ramps, crosswalk signs, and markings on the 


west leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 


 


Figure 45:  Intersection of North Hart Drive and East Fesler view is in the direction of northbound traffic on Hart Drive off 
Fesler. There are no crosswalks, bicycle facilities, and no curb ramps at this intersection.  







 
Figure 46: East Fesler Street approaching North Lucas Drive. View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on East Fesler 
Street. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street. There is one existing crosswalk stretching from the north 
side to the south side of East Fesler Street. No curb ramps exist at this intersection, but the east leg of the intersection 
will receive curb ramps with an already awarded HSIP project. 


 


 
Figure 47:  North Scott Drive and East Fesler Street, there are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. 
The curb ramps do not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 48:  East Fesler Street approaching North Bradley Road. View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on East Fesler 
Street. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street. There no crosswalks going in any direction along the 
segment. 


 
Figure 49:  North Bradley Road approaching East Fesler Street. View is in the direction of southbound traffic on North 
Bradley Road. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street or North Bradley Road. The intersection does not 


have curb ramps. 







 
Figure 50:  North Bradley Road before the transition to East Chapel Street. View is in the direction of southbound traffic 
on North Bradley Road. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street or East Chapel Street. At the intersection 


with North Bradley Road and East Chapel Street, a sidewalk continues through to Main Street (SR-166). 


 


 
Figure 51: Intersection of South Bradley Road and East Jones Street. View is from the north leg of the intersection facing 
southbound traffic. There is a bicycle facility along South Bradley Road but there is not a crosswalk facility along the road. 
Sidewalks are only available on the west side of South Bradley Road. This segment is southbound one-way traffic from 
Main Street to Jones Street. This segment will be resurfaced and will include NB bicycle facilities to Main Street under a 
future resurfacing project. Additional coordination with Caltrans is necessary to determine appropriate crossings at the US 
101 SB On-Ramp. 







 
Figure 52:  Intersection of East Jones Street and South Bradley Road going westbound on Jones Street. There are no 
marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. There is no sidewalk on the left-hand side going South on 
Bradley Road.  


 
Figure 53:  Eastside corner of East Jones Street and South Bradley Road. The southern leg of East Jones Street and 
South Bradley Road intersection lacks curb ramps and bicycle infrastructure.  







 
Figure 54:  On East Jones Street going westbound, no marked crosswalks, bicycle facilities, or sidewalks at this 
intersection.  







 
Figure 55:  Going South on Bradley Road, Class III bike route, but shared lane markings have not been installed. 


 
 
 







 
Figure 56: Intersection of South Bradley Road and Allan Hancock College Entrance. View is from the North leg facing 
southbound traffic. There are no bicycle facilities along the segment and a sidewalk is only available on the west side of 
South Bradley Road. 







 


 
Figure 57:  Intersection of Sierra Madre Avenue and South Bradley Road with bicycle lanes on the right-hand side of South Bradley Road 
heading northbound. Bicycle lane ends at the intersection of Sierra Madre Avenue. The curb ramp at the northwest corner does not meet 
current ADA requirements. The southwest corner does not have a curb ramp and the intersection does not have a marked crosswalk. 


 







 
 
Figure 58: Intersection of South Bradley Road and East Stowell Road. View is from the north leg of the intersection facing south. There is 
a bicycle facility beginning halfway on this segment of South Bradley Road. 







 
 
Figure 59:  Intersection of South Bradley Road and East Stowell Road. View is from the north leg of the intersection facing southbound 
traffic. A Class II bicycle facility starts along this segment of South Bradley Road and continues south. 







 
Figure 60: View is going westbound on East Jones Street. There is a Class II bicycle facility on this segment.  







Figure 61: Intersection of 
Farrell Drive and East Jones Street. The view is in the direction of southbound traffic on Farrell Drive approaching Jones Street. There 


are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities on this street. 


 
Figure 62:  On Mariah Drive in the direction of southbound traffic, approaching East Jones Street there are no marked crosswalks or 
bicycle facilities on this street. 







 


Figure 63:  Intersection of East Jones Street and South Suey Road. The view is in the direction of northbound traffic approaching Suey 
Road at East Jones Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection; the southeast corner is unimproved. 







 
Figure 64:  At the intersection of Jones Street and Suey Road, facing north. Sidewalk only on the west side of Suey Road with Class II 
Bike Lanes for both directions. The northwest corner of the intersection has an existing curb ramp that is not ADA compliant. 







 
Figure 65:  On East Jones Street, narrow bicycle lanes on both ends of the street. There is no sidewalk on the left-hand side going 
westbound.  







 
Figure 66: South College Drive, midblock. There are no bicycle lanes or marked crosswalks in this intersection.  


 





















  
 


Chamber of Commerce | Visitor Bureau | Economic Development Commission  
614 S. Broadway, Santa Maria, CA  93454 | (805) 925-2403 | SantaMaria.com 


15 June 2022 
 
 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
We are pleased that the City of Santa Maria is pursuing funding to improve segments of Fesler Street, 
Bradley Road, and Jones Street, making it safer for people walking, bicycling, and driving. We support 
this application for funding from the Active Transportation Program (ATP). 
 
We feel this project is particularly important because it addresses a critical need for east-west and 
north-south connectivity for people riding bicycles, as well as a number of challenging intersections for 
people on bicycles and people walking.  The project will create an improved bicycle facility along Fesler 
Street, providing an alternative to Main Street for those going east and west. For those going north and 
south, new segments will connect existing disconnected bikeways on Bradley Road. Completing the 
corridors, a new shared use path will provide connectivity from Suey Road on the east side of town, 
across Highway 101, to an existing shared use path to the Simas Park and Aquatic Center to the west. 
As an economically disadvantaged community, these improvements for Santa Maria could not be 
implemented without securing funding from a program like ATP. 
 
Adding crossing improvements on Fesler Street will provide a lower-stress pedestrian network for 
people in central Santa Maria. This can also reduce potential conflicts between different roadway users 
by helping make crossing more predictable and will greatly improve connectivity for people walking and 
bicycling. 
 
High-speed and -volume roadways act as a barrier preventing residents from walking and bicycling 
more often in Santa Maria. This project creates important north-south and east-west connectivity for 
people walking and bicycling, as well as crossing improvements on Fesler Street. We believe the 
improvements outlined in this funding application will address these and other challenges and will lead 
to an increase in active transportation trips in the community.  
 
We look forward to the positive impacts this project will have in the City of Santa Maria and welcome 
the opportunity to show our support for this funding application. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Glenn D. Morris, ACE 
President & CEO 
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June 15, 2022 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition and Coalition for Sustainable 
Transportation (SBBIKE+COAST) is excited to support the City of Santa Maria’s 
pursuit of Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding to improve Fesler 
Street, Bradley Road, and Jones Street and extend a shared-use path to make 
Santa Maria safer for people walking and bicycling.  
 
We feel this project is particularly important because it addresses a critical need 
for east-west and north-south connectivity for people riding bicycles, as well as 
several challenging intersections for people on bicycles and people walking. The 
project will create an improved bicycle facility along Fesler Street, providing an 
alternative to Main Street for those going east and west. For those going north 
and south, new segments will connect existing disconnected bikeways on 
Bradley Road. Completing the corridors, a new shared use path will provide 
connectivity from Suey Road on the east side of town, across Highway 101, to 
an existing shared use path to the Simas Park and Aquatic Center to the west. 
 
High-speed and high-volume roadways and a lack of facilities act as barriers 
which prevent residents from walking and bicycling more often in Santa Maria. 
These projects will address these issues by reducing roadway widths, adding 
crosswalk markings, buffered bikeways and shared use paths which act to slow 
vehicles and create safer separated facilities.  
 
As an economically disadvantaged community, these improvements for Santa 
Maria could not be implemented without securing funding from a program like 
ATP. 
 
We look forward to the positive impacts this project will have in the City of Santa 
Maria and welcome the opportunity to show our support for this funding 
application. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heather Deutsch 


 
Executive Director 
SBBIKE+COAST 
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California Transportation Commission  May 26, 2022 
Active Transportation Program  
Attn: Laurie Waters, Associate Deputy Director 
1120 N Street, MS 52 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Subject: Support for Caltrans Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application to 
fund the Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements Project 


To Whom It May Concern: 


The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) is the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency for Santa Barbara County. We are excited that the City of 
Santa Maria is pursuing funding to improve segments of Fesler Street, Bradley Road, and Jones 
Street, making it safer for people walking, bicycling, and driving. We fully support this application 
for funding from the Active Transportation Program (ATP) for the Active Santa Maria Safe 
Routes to School Corridor Improvements Project. 


We feel this project is particularly important because it addresses a critical need for connectivity 
for pedestrians and riders of all ages and capability, as well as improving challenging 
intersections for people outside of a vehicle. The project will create an improved bicycle facility 
along Fesler Street, providing an alternative to Main Street for those going east and west. For 
those going north and south, new segments will connect existing disconnected bikeways on 
Bradley Road. Completing the corridors, a new shared use path will provide connectivity from 
Bradley Road to an existing shared use path to the Santa Maria Transit Center and Downtown 
to the west. Adding crossing improvements on Fesler Street will provide a lower-stress 
pedestrian network for people in central Santa Maria. Additionally, from Fesler Street, several 
direct routes to local elementary schools have been targeted for pedestrian and bicycle 
enhancements. As an economically disadvantaged community, these improvements for Santa 
Maria could not be implemented without securing funding from a program like ATP. We believe 
the improvements outlined in this funding application will address these and other challenges 
and will lead to an increase in active transportation trips in the community. 


We look forward to the positive impacts this project will have in the City of Santa Maria and 
welcome the opportunity to show our support for this funding application. 


Sincerely, 


Marjie Kirn 
Executive Director 
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Detailed Project Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 6 
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: Date:


Project Description:


Project Location:


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #: 91291


Project Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Cost Breakdown


Project Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible  Corps/CCC 


Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct


Item 


No.
Item Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


1 1 LS $275,000.00 $275,000 100% $275,000 0% $0 $0


2 1 LS $275,000.00 $275,000 100% $275,000 0% $0 $0


3 1 LS $40,000.00 $40,000 100% $40,000 0% $0 $0


4 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000 0% $0 $0


5 1 LS $45,000.00 $45,000 100% $45,000 0% $0 $0


6 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


7 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


8 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


9 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


10 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


General Construction Items


11 362 CY $1,150.00 $416,300 100% $416,300 0% $0 $0


12 Roadside Sign-One Post 141 EA $460.00 $64,860 100% $64,860 0% $0 $0


13 Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe 60000 LF $2.00 $120,000 100% $120,000 0% $0 $0


14 Thermoplastic Pavement Marking 30000 SQFT $6.00 $180,000 100% $180,000 0% $0 $0


15 Remove Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe 18000 LF $1.00 $18,000 100% $18,000 0% $0 $0


16 Remove Thermoplastic Pavement Marking 3600 SQFT $2.50 $9,000 100% $9,000 0% $0 $0


17 Pavement Marking (Green Paint) 1650 SQFT $6.00 $9,900 100% $9,900 0% $0 $0


18 RRFB 32 EA $35,000.00 $1,120,000 100% $1,120,000 0% $0 $0


19 Bollards 60 EA $150.00 $9,000 100% $9,000 0% $0 $0


20 Class I Path 41000 SQFT $15.00 $615,000 100% $615,000 0% $0 $0


21 Class I Path Shoulder 17000 SQFT $8.00 $136,000 100% $136,000 0% $0 $0


22 Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 1600 SQFT $15.00 $24,000 100% $24,000 0% $0 $0


23 Slurry Seal 973300 SQFT $0.50 $486,650 100% $486,650 0% $0 $0


24 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000 0% $0 $0


25 Reconstruct Drainage Facility 1 LS $150,000.00 $150,000 100% $150,000 0% $0 $0


26 Remove Concrete 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000 100% $100,000 0% $0 $0


27 Construction Area Signs 1 LS $34,500.00 $34,500 100% $34,500 0% $0 $0


28 Roadway Excavation 2700 CY $35.00 $94,500 100% $94,500 0% $0 $0


29 Erosion Control 1 LS $60,000.00 $60,000 $0 100% $60,000 $0


30 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


31 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


32 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


33 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


34 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


35 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


36 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


37 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


38 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


39 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


40 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


41 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


42 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


43 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


44 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


45 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


46 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


47 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


48 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


49 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


50 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


51 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


52 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


Subtotal of Construction Items: $4,307,710 $4,247,710 $60,000 $0


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): 40.00% $1,723,084 $1,699,084 $24,000


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $6,030,794 $5,946,794 $84,000


Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): $493,036 $6,964


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): $493,036 $6,964 "PE" costs / "CON" costs


City of Santa Maria 6/15/2022


Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements


Fesler St Blosser Rd-Bradley Rd; Bradley Rd Fesler St-Main St & Jones St-Stowell Rd; Jones St  College Ave-Suey Rd.


Mark Mueller


Minor Concrete (Curbs and Curb Ramps)


Mobilization


Traffic Control


Stormwater Protection Plan


Lead Compliance


Traffic Management Plan


500,000$                                                 


500,000$                                                 


6/15/2022 1 of 2







Detailed Project Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 6 
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: Date:


Project Description:


Project Location:


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #: 91291


City of Santa Maria 6/15/2022


Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements


Fesler St Blosser Rd-Bradley Rd; Bradley Rd Fesler St-Main St & Jones St-Stowell Rd; Jones St  College Ave-Suey Rd.


Mark Mueller


Total PE: 1,000,000$        $986,071 $13,929 17% 25% Max


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering: $98,607 $1,393


Acquisitions and Utilities: $493,036 $6,964


Total RW: 600,000$           $591,643 $8,357


Total Pre-Construction Costs (PE+RW): $1,600,000 $1,577,714 $22,286


Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs


Construction Engineering (CE): $493,036 $6,964 8% 15% Max 


Total Construction Costs: $6,530,794 $6,439,830 $90,964


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


Total Project Cost: $8,017,544 $113,250


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form. 


Separate logic is required for each item  which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.
Item #: Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


100,000$                                                 


500,000$                                                 


$8,130,794


500,000$                                                 
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California State Parks, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph,
GeoTechnologies, Inc, METI/NASA, USGS, Bureau of Land


Management, EPA, NPS, US Census Bureau, USDA


Active Santa Maria SRTS Corridor Improvements
City of Santa Maria, ATP Cycle 6
B2 New Routes and Gap Closure Map


A Class I Path creates a
new route connecting
residential neighborhoods
to schools and destinations
west of Highway 101


88% of students from all
schools benefitting from
the project are eligible
for free and reduced price
meals.


¯
0 0.5 10.25 Miles


ATP Cycle 6 - Proposed Crossing Improvements


Existing Bicycle Facilities
Class I


Class II


Class II - Buffered


Class III


Class IV


Multi-Purpose Trail


Park Facilities


School Sites
Allan Hancock College


Alvin Elementary School


El Camino Junior High School


Fairlawn Elementary School


Fesler Junior High


Robert Bruce School


High-Density Residential


Low-Income Housing


Commercial Centers


City Limits


ATP Cycle 6 - Proposed
Proposed Class I Bike Path


Proposed Class II Bike Lane


Proposed Class III Bike Route


Proposed Class IV Bike Lane


Proposed Road Diet, Buffered Class II Bike Lane


On-Street bikeways on
Fesler Street create a new
route, offering a parallel
alternative to stressful Main
Street (SR -166)


New buffered bicycle lanes
close a gap between
existing facilities on Bradley
Road


New Class IV facilities
improve access to El
Camino Junior High,
Veteran's Memorial Park
and Plaza, and newly
constructed Chapel Plaza








“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability” 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
CALTRANS DISTRICT 5 
50 HIGUERA STREET 
SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401-5415 
PHONE  (805) 549-3101 
FAX  (805) 549-3329 
TTY  711 
www.dot.ca.gov 


Making Conservation
a California Way of Life.


September 3, 2020 


Mr. Christopher Petro 
Department of Public Works – Engineering Division 
City of Santa Maria 
110 S. Pine Street, Suite 221 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 


Dear Mr. Petro: 


This letter serves as acknowledgment from Caltrans District 5 regarding your 
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 5 application for the “Safe Routes to 
School Corridor Improvements" project in the City of Santa Maria. Based on 
preliminary reviews of the general project scope received by District 5 Traffic 
Operations, the improvement concept is generally acceptable. 
 
Please note that in addition to subsequent reviews and the approval process 
required, an executed Project Specific Maintenance Agreement (PSMA) is 
required prior to the issuance of any permit(s). Additional specific comments are 
included on the completed ATP-Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist, which may 
identify potential barriers to final approval. 
 
Sincerely, 


Sara von Schwind 
Deputy District Director 
Maintenance and Operations 
 
Enclosures: 
ATP-Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist 
 







Form Date: March 16, 2020; Cycle 5 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form – Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist 


ATP - Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist 
Required for Infrastructure Projects with Impacts to Caltrans R/W 


This form is a required part of the ATP project application for all candidate projects located on the Caltrans R/W, 
adjacent to the Caltrans R/W, or have any potential impacts to the Caltrans R/W.  This includes, but is not limited to, 
impacts from Caltrans required easements, Caltrans required encroachment permits, RW acquisition or utility 
relocations.  This form is intended to help the Implementing Agency consider these risks during the initial application 
process, and properly assess the needed time and cost to accomplish the task(s).  


To complete the form, the Implementing Agency is required to answer all questions in Part A, below.  Part B, of this 
form is to be completed by the Caltrans District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE), or their delegated staff person.  Once 
completed, the DLAE returns this form to the Implementing Agency, so they may attach the form to their ATP project 
application. A minimum of 2-weeks is required for Caltrans review.   (NOTE: If the agency submits an incomplete checklist and/or
attachments, Caltrans will be required to return the package for correction and re-submittal.  The 2-week process will restart once the agency 
makes the corrections and resubmits.)


PART A – Implementing Agency Section 
I. The following project information is to be completed by the Implementing Agency - prior to


submittal:
  (This information must be consistent with the submittal attachments) 


What is the total cost (all project phases) of the entire project?      dollars
- What is the total cost of the Construction phase of the entire project?      dollars


What % of the project (by area) is within Caltrans R/W?      whole number between 1 and 100


What % of the project (by total project cost) is within Caltrans R/W?      whole number between 1 and 100


What is the total cost (all project phases) of all the project elements within Caltrans R/W?      dollars


To the best of your knowledge, Check all of the following
Project is not in and will not discharge into an Environmentally Sensitive Area and is not expected to need 
an EIR/EIS
Project does not require R/W dedication from Caltrans
Project does not require Office of Structures approval
Project does not require Design Exceptions to the mandatory design standards


(Ref: Highway Design Manual, Design Information Bulletin 78) 
Project does not require approval for Encroachment Exceptions


(Ref: Encroachment Permit Manual, Chapter 300) 


F. To the best of your knowledge, list all project features and/or project elements that are expected to add
complexity to the delivery or construction of the propose project:


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


II. Implementing Agency must attach to this form and verify the following:
Project Location Map (Attachment C)
Project Maps/Plans (Attachment D)
Project Estimate (Attachment F)
These documents must be consistent with (i.e. match) the Engineer’s Checklist (Attachment B)


Santa Maria - SRTS Corridor Improvements







Form Date: March 16, 2020; Cycle 5 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form – Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist 


These documents must identify the limits of work within the Caltrans R/W and their estimated costs


PART B – Caltrans DLAE Section 


1. Review the scope of the proposed project.  Does it appear consistent with Caltrans standards and/or likely to be
approved for construction during the Oversight process?       __________   (Yes/No)


This Caltrans review does not imply approval of the project, but merely acknowledges that Caltrans District staff are aware of 
the proposed project and upon initial review the project appears to be acceptable/constructible.     


2. Determine the expected level of Caltrans Oversight that will be required:
The Encroachment Permit process is described in the Encroachment Permits Manual, Chapter 100 – The Permit Functions:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/ep/docs/Chapter_1.pdf 


Encroachment Permit Oversight: 
Generally used for projects that are considered “Non-Complex” that have the following traits:


The total construction cost of the project within the State R/W is < $1 Million
Project is not Environmentally Complex (Not an EIR or EIS)
Project does not require R/W dedication from Caltrans or Office of Structures approval
Project does not require Mandatory Design Exceptions or Encroachment Exceptions


PEER Review: (Simple PR Review) 
Similar to Encroachment Permits, Peer Reviews are generally used for projects that are considered “Non-Complex”.
Peer Reviews are typically used for projects with a total construction cost within the State R/W is greater than $1
Million but less than $3 Million.
Capital Oversight Process Review: (Full PR Oversight Review) 
Oversight Process Reviews are generally used for projects that are considered “Complex” and/or have a total
construction cost within the State R/W is greater than $3 Million.


Caltrans District Staff expects the appropriate level of Caltrans Oversight to be:    (Circle expected level) 


Encroachment Permit  PEER Review Capital Oversight 


The District has made this estimation based all or partially on the following project features/elements and/or lack of detail:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


3. Approximate the expected time needed for Caltrans to complete its required oversight and the corresponding
cost of this oversite:


Cooperative Agreement Processing:   ______ Months     ______ Cost 
PA&ED:   ______ Months    ______ Cost 
PS&E:    ______ Months     ______ Cost 
R/W:    ______ Months    ______ Cost 
CON:  (After the CON allocation date) ______ Months     ______ Cost 


TOTAL  ______ Months   ______ Cost   


A revised estimation of the Caltrans review time & cost will be completed if/when the project is funded.
The estimated time & costs included in this form are only a rough approximation to assist local agencies
estimate the schedule and full cost of the project in their ATP application.  This approximation does not
limit Caltrans to increasing these estimates based on a more thorough review if the project is funded.
The review costs can range from few thousand dollars for a simple encroachment permit to 10%+ of
total project cost for Capital Oversight projects


4. How will the project be tracked by Caltrans? (Circle one of the following)    Local Assistance       or        Capital Outlay  
ATP construction projects on the State Highway System (SHS) are tracked with the Capital Outlay projects IF the following criteria 
are met:  1) If the ATP project is 50% or more on the SHS geographically (within existing or future state R/W) AND 2) if the 


Yes
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construction phase is $1 million or more.


5. Caltrans Responsible Reviewers:


DLAE concurrence is expected for all completed Caltrans R/W Impact Checklists:


DLAE Name: ______________________    Date: _________ 


Optional Comments:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


The District Traffic manager (or other manager as appropriate) concurrence is expected for any project that is 
expected to impact the state highway right-of-way and has the potential to negatively affect the safety or operations 
of the facility.    


This Caltrans review does not imply approval of the project, but merely acknowledges that Caltrans District staff
is aware of the proposed project, and that, upon initial review, the overall-project appears to be acceptable.


Name: _________________    Division/Office: _________________    Phone_______________     Date: _________ 


Optional Comments:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


When needed, provide the other District reviewers that participated in the completion of the Checklists: 


Name: _________________    Division/Office: _________________    Phone_______________     Date: _________ 


Optional Comments:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


Reinie Jones 09/03/2020


Acting DLAE for Heidi Borders - Possible maintenance agreement needed for markings within the
State ROW and the class I bike path under US-101. Consider bicycle accessibility from the
proposed Class I bike path at the intersection of E Main St, N Bradley Rd, and SB US-101
offramp to and from other roadways. Additional improvements could be beneficial (e.g. bicycle
signal, signs to dismount when crossing).








04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/ 1/6


ATP Maps & Summary Data
The tool is designed to support the California Active Transportation Program
(ATP), as well as active transportation users and practitioners throughout
California. The tool utilizes interactive crash maps to allow users to track and
document pedestrian and bicycle crashes and generate data summaries within
specified project and/or community limits.


Step 1: Select a County/City, Bike/Ped, Severity, and Years


County: Santa Barbara


City: Santa Maria


Include 1 mile buffer outside of selected County/City: No


Include State Highway Related Crashes: Yes


Involved With: Pedestrian and Bicycle


Crash Severity: Fatal, Severe Injury, Other Visible Injury, and Complaint of Pain


Year: 2015 - 2019


Crash Summary for initial parameters defined above:


Number of Crashes by Crash Severity


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 3 10 50 83 146


Pedestrian 3 38 59 78 178







04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/ 2/6


County/City Heat Map:


Step 2: Identify your project area to develop a more localized Community
 Heat Map
Select the size of your proposed project limits: Less than 3 miles across.


The heat map
intensity scale is
constant
throughout the
state.







04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System
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Community Heat Map:


Step 3: Draw the project boundaries to get detailed crash data
 summaries and map


The heat map intensity scale is
custom generated for the
selected community.
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Project Area Crash Map: 32 total crashes.


Step 4: Review the project-specific crash map
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https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/ 5/6


Step 5: Review the crash summary data, graphs and tables provided.


Summary Results


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 0 2 6 12 20


Pedestrian 0 2 6 5 13







Crash List


CASE ID Date Time Primary Rd Secondary Rd Dist & Dir
from Int. 


Bike Ped Killed Injured 


6801956 01/16/2015 17:09 Western Av Main 1500 ft North Yes No 0 1


6828955 01/23/2015 09:00 Miller Main 160 ft North Yes No 0 1


6920003 04/28/2015 19:52 Main Town Center Dr At Int Yes No 0 1


6986774 06/27/2015 01:02 Broadway Main 4 ft North Yes No 0 1


7014150 07/03/2015 12:58 Broadway Main At Int No Yes 0 1


7097689 08/11/2015 20:39 Main Pine At Int No Yes 0 1


7044002 08/26/2015 13:14 Main Lincoln At Int Yes No 0 1


7167999 01/06/2016 09:41 Bradley Rd Main At Int Yes No 0 1


8018562 04/07/2016 13:44 Main St Ranch St At Int No Yes 0 1


8191357 12/09/2016 17:10 Main St Concepcion Av At Int No Yes 0 1


8283308 12/26/2016 13:08 Main St Miller St At Int Yes Yes 0 1


8283316 12/28/2016 10:39 Concepcion Av Main St 227 ft North Yes No 0 1


8294773 01/23/2017 15:30 Main St Depot St 7 ft East No Yes 0 1


8341428 03/22/2017 13:00 Main St Pine St At Int Yes No 0 1


8393190 05/11/2017 11:47 Western Av Main St 627 ft North No Yes 0 1


8387051 06/04/2017 14:29 Main St Western Av 99 ft West Yes No 0 1


8413058 07/12/2017 19:11 Main St Depot St At Int No Yes 0 1


8420751 07/19/2017 22:30 Main St Broadway At Int Yes No 0 1


8455591 09/15/2017 07:51 Main St Thornburg St At Int No Yes 0 1


8480531 10/20/2017 20:24 Main St Pine St 100 ft West No Yes 0 1


8506558 11/08/2017 17:17 Main St Miller St At Int No Yes 0 1


8533735 12/22/2017 19:34 Main St Elizabeth St E At Int No Yes 0 1


8552450 01/19/2018 11:24 Railroad Av Main St 60 ft South Yes No 0 1


8560107 02/03/2018 19:46 Main St Miller St At Int Yes No 0 1


8566671 02/21/2018 11:52 Broadway Main St 50 ft South Yes No 0 1


8635208 05/21/2018 17:55 Broadway Main St 160 ft North Yes No 0 1


8660483 06/21/2018 14:56 Main St Elizabeth St E At Int Yes No 0 1


8689069 08/13/2018 08:48 Main St Lincoln St At Int Yes No 0 1


8703352 10/13/2018 17:45 Blosser Rd Main St 365 ft North Yes No 0 1


8760147 11/14/2018 14:33 Main St Benwiley Av At Int Yes No 0 1


8816802 02/27/2019 18:44 Main St Pine St 190 ft West No Yes 0 1


8949952 09/13/2019 17:02 Main St Benwley Av At Int Yes No 0 1


04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System
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Section O-O
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Existing Pine Street, from Mill Street to Chapel Street


Section P-P


Proposed Pine Street, from Mill Street to Chapel Street


Section P-P



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	SIDEWALKSIDEWALK



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	LANDSCAPELANDSCAPE



AutoCAD SHX Text

CURB



AutoCAD SHX Text

GUTTER



AutoCAD SHX Text

BIKE LANE



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	SIDEWALKSIDEWALK



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	LANDSCAPELANDSCAPE



AutoCAD SHX Text

CURB



AutoCAD SHX Text

GUTTER



AutoCAD SHX Text

ANGLED PARKING 



AutoCAD SHX Text

BIKE LANE



AutoCAD SHX Text

ANGLED PARKING 



AutoCAD SHX Text

DRIVE LANE



AutoCAD SHX Text

STRIPING



AutoCAD SHX Text

DRIVE LANE



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	SIDEWALKSIDEWALK



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	LANDSCAPELANDSCAPE



AutoCAD SHX Text

CURB



AutoCAD SHX Text

GUTTER



AutoCAD SHX Text

DRIVE LANE



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	SIDEWALKSIDEWALK



AutoCAD SHX Text

(E)	LANDSCAPELANDSCAPE



AutoCAD SHX Text

CURB



AutoCAD SHX Text

GUTTER



AutoCAD SHX Text

DRIVE LANE







Existing Pine Street, from Chapel Street to Main Street


Section Q-Q


Proposed Pine Street, from Chapel Street to Main Street
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Community Engagement 


Gathering information through public outreach and engagement activities is critical to document key issues and identify 


needs that may not otherwise be present in data. The development of the Santa Maria ATP included a number of 


community engagement activities designed to share information and gather input from a wide variety of residents to help 


formulate the recommendations and implementation strategy. This chapter presents a summary of these activities along 


with key feedback themes gathered from the community. 


Project Website 
A page was developed and added to the City’s website to share information about the Santa Maria ATP. It was also used 


as a means to post updates about upcoming engagement events, provide feedback and comments, and allow members 


of the community to download and review draft documents. 
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Stakeholder Advisory Group 
A Stakeholder Advisory Group (SAG) was comprised of representatives from local bicycle and pedestrian advocacy 


groups, community organizations, local school districts and higher education, local businesses, and agency partners.  


Those invited to participate in the SAG included: 


Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition 


Allan Hancock College  


Bici Centro Santa Maria  


Boys & Girls Club 


Caltrans District 5 


Central Coast Alliance United for a Sustainable Economy (CAUSE) 


City of Guadalupe 


City of Santa Maria 


Coalition for Sustainable Transportation (COAST)  


Colvento Cycling 


County of Santa Barbara 


Dignity Health/Marian Medical Center 


Economic Alliance of North Santa Barbara 


Rotary Club (Morning Club and Lunch Club) 


Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition 


Santa Barbara County Action Network 


Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Traffic Solutions 


Santa Barbara Trails Council 


Santa Maria Airport 


Santa Maria Bonita School District 


Santa Maria Fairpark 


Santa Maria Joint Union High School District 


Santa Maria Planning Commission 


Santa Maria Recreation & Parks Commission 


Sierra Club, Los Padres Chapter 


Tailwinds Bicycle Club 


YMCA 


The group served as an important advisory body throughout development of the ATP. The SAG generated input and ideas 


from a wide variety of perspectives and helped reach community members who may not otherwise have been engaged. 


In addition to providing general guidance, the SAG assisted with the following activities throughout the course of the 


project: 


 Promote outreach events and increase community awareness of the ATP 


 Connect the project team with community groups and members 


 Provide insight into bicycle and transportation needs, constraints, and opportunities 


The following is a summary of meetings that were held by the SAG. 
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Meeting #1 


The first meeting of the SAG was held March 4, 2019 to review the ATP goals and discuss a community engagement 


strategy. Representatives on the SAG provided valuable input on outreach opportunities to engage a broad set of Santa 


Maria residents, including engagement of Spanish-speaking members of the community. 


Meeting #2 


The second SAG meeting was held on April 29, 2019. Topics discussed at the meeting included coordination with the 


Caltrans District 5 Active Transportation Plan effort, an update on community outreach activities conducted, and a review 


of completed analyses including collisions, LTS, and points of interest. 


Meeting #3 


A third SAG meeting was conducted via teleconference on April 20, 2020 due to shelter-in-place orders related to the 


global COVID-19 pandemic. The project team provided an update on progress made since the last SAG meeting, and 


shared draft infrastructure recommendations with the group for discussion. 
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Community Survey 
A community survey was developed to capture stakeholder information on key topics related to active transportation. 


The survey was then used to gather consistent information across multiple outreach events and was also available on 


the project website. Respondents could choose to complete the survey in either English or Spanish. A total of 351 


responses to the survey were received. Results are reported in this section. Many participants did not answer all 


questions in the survey, so the total number of responses for each question may be less than 351. 


Survey Respondents 


Nearly two-thirds of the survey respondents identify as female, at 63 percent. Males make up 36 percent of respondents, 


and the remaining one percent declined to answer. 


People between the ages of 25 and 34 made up the largest group of respondents, as shown in Figure 11. 


The overwhelming majority of respondents identify as Hispanic, Latinx, or of Spanish origin, as shown in Figure 12. This 


correlates with the majority of surveys being completed in Spanish—more than two-thirds of responses received were in 


Spanish. 


Figure 11: Age of Survey Respondents 


 


Figure 12: Race and Ethnicity of Survey Respondents 
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Among the 20 respondents who reported they use an assistive mobility device, five reported use of a wheelchair or 


mobility scooter, four a walker or crutches, one a service dog, one a sighted guide, and nine reported that they use some 


other assistive device. 


Respondent homes and workplaces are fairly evenly distributed throughout the city, as shown in Figure 13, including 35 


respondents who said they live outside Santa Maria and 74 people who work outside the city. 


Figure 13: Where Survey Respondents Live and Work 


 


Mode of Transportation 


Respondents were asked to rank modes of transportation based on the frequency of use. The most common modes of 


transportation used by survey respondents are walking and driving alone, as shown in Figure 14. These two modes of 


transportation were ranked as the most common mode by 296 respondents, or 84 percent. 


Figure 14: Most Commonly Used Mode of Transportation by Survey Respondents 
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For survey respondents with school-age children, more than 50 percent reported their child does not walk or bicycle to 


school. More than 25 percent reported their child walks or bicycles every day, and 19 percent reported their child walks or 


bicycles occasionally. Respondents who said their child does not currently walk or bicycle to school indicated that 


distance to school and intersections and crossings were the most common concerns, as shown in Figure 15. 


Figure 15: Parent Concerns about Children Walking to School 
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About 48 percent of survey respondents reported they walk directly from home to another destination four or more days 


per week, and ten percent said they never walk to a destination from home. School and shopping were the most 


commonly reported destinations, followed by recreation, as shown in Figure 16. 


Figure 16: Walking Destinations of Survey Respondents 
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Figure 17 shows reasons that survey respondents choose not to walk. Concerns about speed and volume of traffic, 


drivers not stopping or yielding to people crossing the street, and travel distance were commonly cited. 


Figure 17: Barriers to Walking More Often for Survey Respondents 
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Bicycling 


Nearly 66 percent of survey respondents said they never ride a bicycle, and just eight percent said they bicycle daily. 


Recreation was overwhelmingly the most common purpose reported for bicycling trips, shown in Figure 18. 


Figure 18: Bicycling Destinations of Survey Respondents 
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When asked to self-identify as one of the four types of bicyclists (see discussion of Level of Traffic Stress), about 33 


percent of respondents said they are “Interested but Concerned.” For these bicyclists, providing adequate separation 


from vehicle traffic is critical. Just 17 percent of respondents said they are “Strong and Fearless,” making them likely to 


be comfortable bicycling on busy roads whether or not a dedicated bicycle facility is present. 


Figure 19 shows the reasons that survey respondents choose not to bicycle. Concerns about traffic, personal safety, 


access to a bicycle, and discomfort bicycling in the street were commonly cited. More than half of survey respondents 


said they feel the current bikeway network in Santa Maria is poor. 


Figure 19: Barriers to Bicycling More Often for Survey Respondents 
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Areas to be Improved 


The survey included one open-ended question that invited respondents to write in locations or ideas to improve bicycling 


and walking in Santa Maria. Key themes from this feedback included: 


 Locations: Blosser Road, Broadway, College Street, Main Street, and Miller Street were identified as community 


priorities for improvements 


 Safety: Emphasize safety for children near schools 


 Speed: Reduce traffic speeds 


 Lighting: Install lighting on streets and in parks 


 Visibility: Improve yielding and visibility at intersections and midblock crossings 


Pop-Up Events 
Pop-up events expand engagement with the community by “meeting people where they are,” and making it more 


convenient for them to provide input. Four pop-up events were held in both English and Spanish, with an emphasis on 


reaching communities that may traditionally have been unlikely to participate in City planning efforts. 


Open Streets Santa Maria 


Members of the project team had a booth at the six-hour open streets event on March 31, 2019. The booth and the event 


engaged thousands of attendees. Over 130 survey responses in English and Spanish were collected from event 


attendees. 
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Community Services Fair 


On August 15, 2019, the project team attended a food distribution and community services event hosted at the Veteran’s 


Memorial Community Center in Santa Maria. Santa Barbara County Public Health also attended to provide general public 


health outreach and resources to the community. 


Volunteers with Promotores de Salud, a community group in Santa Barbara County that works to support health and 


wellness in the Latino community, helped discuss the project with attendees at the event and distributed project surveys. 


Most attendees at the event were women with children, and primarily spoke Spanish. The project team spoke with 


dozens of clients at the event, and collected more than 50 surveys. Feedback primarily focused on bicyclist safety and 


concerns about children bicycling or walking in the community. 


Bicycle Tour 


A community bicycle tour was hosted by the project team in partnership with the SAG on December 6, 2019. The tour 


followed a loop approximately 2.5 miles long, beginning and ending at Main Street Cycles. The tour included discussion 


of typical challenges and opportunities facing bicyclists in Santa Maria, including: 


 Opportunities to add on-street bicycle lanes where road width can accommodate 


 Challenges with sight lines 


 Lack of marked crosswalks 


 Challenges making left turns across multi-lane streets 


 Need for education in the community about different types of bicycle facilities 


Community Meetings 
Two public community meetings were held to gather community input and feedback at key project phases. 


Community Workshop #1 – Open House 


The first community open house shared existing conditions analyses and gathered input from residents on needs and 


opportunities to improve active transportation. The workshop included a brief presentation followed by time for 


attendees to view displays with existing conditions and preliminary analyses results. Participants provided input on areas 


of the city where they would like to see improvements and discussed the concept of the ATP with the project team. 


Public comments gathered at the open house related to bicycling, walking, and parking are mapped in Figure 20. 


Community Workshop #2 – Virtual Town Hall 


Due to the impact of COVID on the ability to meet publicly, a virtual, Town Hall-style meeting occurred on Wednesday 


September 30, 2020 to review the draft plan and take comments. During this meeting, the project team presented an 


overview of the project and planning process leading up to the public release of the Draft Plan. The meeting included a 


moderated presentation where participants could submit questions via chat. Fourteen individuals attended the Town 


Hall, and several questions were submitted. Town Hall meeting participants were prompted to submit feedback during 


the meeting, or through a feedback form in the Draft Plan section of the website. The Draft Plan was released for public 


review on September 18, 2020 on the Active Santa Maria project website. The Draft Plan review period remained open 


until October 31, 2020.  
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CAPITAL PROJECTS
2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24


CAPITAL PROJECTS


SUMMARY OF CAPITAL AND MAINTENANCE PROJECTS
Total Project 


Funding


Funding to be Appropriated  Funding to be Appropriated 


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 6,423                              25,658                   32,081                        


Developer / Grant Street Projects 49,577                            198,042                 247,619                      


Project Total 56,000                            223,700                 - -                            -                            279,700                      


Growth Mitigation Fund 300,000                          300,000                      


Developer / Grant Street Projects 150,000                 150,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 15,000                   15,000                        


Project Total -                                     -                            - -                            165,000                 165,000                      


Measure A 150,000                 150,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 221,000                          87,000                   87,000                   87,000                   482,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 153,600                          153,600                 307,200                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 100,000                          100,000                 100,000                 100,000                 400,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 125,000                          125,000                      


Developer / Grant Street Projects 287,500                          287,500                      


Growth Mitigation Fund 117,493                          680,000                 797,493                      


Project Total 529,993                          680,000                 - -                            -                            1,209,993                   


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 80,000                            80,000                        


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 25,000                            25,000                        


Developer / Grant Street Projects 114,710                          114,710                      


Project Total 139,710                          -                            - -                            -                            139,710                      


DOWNTOWN STREETSCAPE CATALYST


PROJECT Implementation of the conceptual
design of pedestrian enhancements of the
Downtown Multi-modal Streetscape Plan. 


BRIDGE PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE


Implement Phase 2 of the Bridge Preventative
Maintenance Program which includes design
and construction of the top priority repairs
identified through Phase 1.


ANNUAL BIKEWAY AND MULTI-PURPOSE


TRAIL PROJECTS Implement bikeway and
multi-purpose trail improvements identified by
the Bikeway Master Plan and other stake-
holder requests.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL DESIGN AND


CONSTRUCTION Design and construction of
four traffic signals to meet legal or policy
mandate(s), acceptable health and safety
standards, and to maintain existing service
levels.


SCHOOL CROSSWALK IMPROVEMENT


Improvements to school crosswalks needed to
meet ADA access and visibility standards, to
meet acceptable health and safety standards,
and to maintain existing service levels.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL CONNECTIVITY


Connection of traffic signals to the fiber optic
ring to allow for connectivity and remote
monitoring.


ROUNDABOUT SIGNAGE IMPROVEMENT


Improvements to existing signage in the
Bradley Square roundabout to ensure
continued compliance.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL UPGRADE PROJECT


Replacement of traffic signal battery back-up
systems.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE


PROGRAM Purchase of materials, supplies,
tools, and equipment to conduct maintenance
and repair of the City's traffic signal equipment.


COLLEGE DRIVE LANDSCAPING To 
complete the landscaping in the center median
and west-side parkway along College Drive.
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Mark Mueller


From: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 3:15 PM
To: Mark Mueller
Subject: RE: ATP California Conservation Corps Consultation Documents


*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please use caution when opening links or attachments.*** 


Hi Mark, 
 
Thank you for reaching out to the California Conservation Corps. Mike Anderson, the district director from our 
CCC Santa Maria Center has indicated that it’s not feasible for the CCC to assist with this project. Please 
include this email with your application. 
 
Best Regards, 


ANTHONY PHAM 
Local Corps Grant Coordinator, Bonds & Grants Unit 
Emergency and Environmental Programs 
Pronouns: He/Him/His 
 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
 
P: (916) 341-3231    
 
Anthony.Pham@ccc.ca.gov 
ccc.ca.gov 
 


 
 


From: Mark Mueller <mmueller@cityofsantamaria.org>  
Sent: Friday, May 27, 2022 3:33 PM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Subject: ATP California Conservation Corps Consultation Documents 


 
Hello, 
 
My name is Mark Mueller, and I’m with the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department. We’re 
applying for the ATP Cycle 6 Grant application. Please see the attached and let me know if the Corps 
is able to participate in the project in any capacity. The preliminary project plans are being updated to 
include more work directly tied to the schools, but the attached Preliminary Plans generally reflect the 
scope of the project (curb ramp replacements, RRFB installations, striping, asphalt, slurry sealing, 
etc.). If I can clarify any of that, please give me a call.  
 
Thank you and have a great Memorial Day Weekend! 
Mark	Mueller,	PE	
Principal Civil Engineer 
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City of Santa Maria 
110 S. Pine Street, Suite 221 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 
(805)925-0951 ext. 1667 
 













Attachment K: 


Additional Attachments 
 


 Access to Vehicles Data 
 Public Health Data 
 Safety Countermeasures 


 


 


  







Access to Vehicles Data 


Table K-1 and Table K-2 below present Vehicles Available by Household data from the 2018 American Community Survey 
5-year estimates. 


Table K-1: Vehicles Available by Household – Estimate 


Vehicles Available by 
Household 


Project Area 
Santa 
Maria 


California Tract 
21.01 


Tract 
21.02 


Tract 
22.06 


Tract 
22.11 


Tract 
23.04 


Total 


Total Households 1,284 767 1,530 2,088 1,303 6,972 46,332 12,965,435 


No Vehicles Available 50 75 131 95 77 428 1,091 939,034 


1 Vehicle Available 498 219 704 712 309 2,442 8,281 3,993,143 


2 Vehicles Available 416 238 492 819 569 2,534 16,415 4,838,980 


3 or More Vehicles Available 320 235 203 462 348 1,568 20,545 3,194,278 


 


Table K-2: Vehicles Available by Household – Percent 


Vehicles Available by 
Household 


Project Area 
Santa 
Maria 


California Tract 
21.01 


Tract 
21.02 


Tract 
22.06 


Tract 
22.11 


Tract 
23.04 


Total 


No Vehicles Available 3.9% 9.8% 8.6% 4.5% 5.9% 6.1% 2.4% 7.2% 


1 Vehicle Available 38.8% 28.6% 46.0% 34.1% 23.7% 35.0% 17.9% 30.8% 


2 Vehicles Available 32.4% 31.0% 32.2% 39.2% 43.7% 36.3% 35.4% 37.3% 


3 or More Vehicles Available 24.9% 30.6% 13.3% 22.1% 26.7% 26.7% 44.3% 24.6% 


Findings: 


More than one in twenty households in the project area have no access to a vehicle. Just over six percent of households in 
the project area have no access to a vehicle. While this is slightly less than the percent of households statewide that 
have no access to a vehicle, it is about three times the rate of households citywide. Two census tracts in the project area 
have higher rates than the state overall, at 9.8 percent and 8.6 percent. 


Within Santa Maria, households with no access to a vehicle are concentrated in the project area. The five census tracts 
that make up the project area have a total of 6,972 households, representing 15% of all households in Santa Maria. The 
same five census tracts have a total of 428 households with no access to a vehicle, representing 39% of Santa Maria 
households with no vehicle access. 


  







Public Health Data 
Table K-3 and Table K-4 below present physical fitness data collected by the California Department of Education. Data is 
collected for students in grades 5, 7, and 9 each year. For more information about the California Physical Fitness Test, 
see cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf 


Data below is presented for the four schools included in this ATP application, as well as comparison data for the state 
overall. For “Healthy Fitness Zone,” a higher percent indicates a healthier student population. For “Needs Improvement” 
and “Health Risk,” a lower percent indicates a healthier student population. 


Bolded figures in the tables below indicate metrics where the project area school is less healthy than the state based on 
this data. 


Table K-3: 2018-2019 California Physical Fitness Report Summary – Aerobic Capacity 


School or Area 


5th Grade 7th Grade 


Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-


ment 
Health Risk 


Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-


ment 
Health Risk 


Project Area Schools       


El Camino Junior High    49.1% 28.7% 22.2% 


Fairlawn Elementary 35.4% 56.1% 8.5%    


Fesler Junior High     54.7% 29.6% 15.7% 


Miller Elementary  54.5% 29.5% 16.0%    


Statewide       


California 60.2% 32.6% 7.2% 61.0% 28.7% 10.3% 
 


Table K-4: 2018-2019 California Physical Fitness Report Summary – Body Composition 


School or Area 


5th Grade 7th Grade 


Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-
ment 


Health Risk Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-
ment 


Health Risk 


Project Area Schools       


El Camino Junior High    46.7% 33.9% 19.4% 


Fairlawn Elementary 43.9% 26.8% 29.3%    


Fesler Junior High    58.3% 26.6% 15.1% 


Miller Elementary 68.2% 31.1% 0.7%    


Statewide       


California 58.7% 19.4% 21.9% 60.0% 19.4% 20.6% 
 


Findings: 


Students in the project area are less healthy than students statewide. 


 


  







Safety Countermeasures 


Excerpts from a literature review of crash reduction factors associated with various countermeasures are provided on 
the following pages. 







Evaluation of Bicycle-Related Roadway 
Measures: A Summary of Available Research
February 2014


Jill Mead
Ann McGrane
Charlie Zegeer
Libby Thomas


For:
Federal Highway Administration 
DTFH61-11-H-00024


www.pedbikeinfo.org
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2.0 On-Road Bike Facilities 


2.1 Bike Lanes 
Bike lanes are a portion of the roadway designated for the preferential or exclusive use of bicyclists and which are 


separated from motor vehicle traffic through the use of pavement markings. According to Pucher, Buehler, and Seinen 


(2011), improving and increasing the number of bike paths and lanes has been the main approach to making cycling 


safer in Europe and North America (1).  


 


Figure 4. Bicyclists use a bike lane in Montreal. 


[Caption: Two adults and a child wait at a red light on a bike lane in Montreal. Photo by Jacob-uptown 
http://www.flickr.com/photos/7995989@N03/4931842773/] 


One of the first major studies of bike lanes was conducted by Lott and Lott in 1976 in Davis, California. They 


compared relative frequencies of bicycle-motor vehicle collision types to determine the effect of the presence of bike 


lanes on the frequency of various types of bicycle-motor vehicle collisions. The research team used four years of police 


records to compare collision statistics on roads that had bike lanes to those without bike lanes. Crash records in Davis 


were also compared with those of Santa Barbara, California, a comparable city that did not use bike lanes (2). All of the 


bicycle-motor vehicle collisions were categorized into a ten-class system, and the relative frequency with which each type 


of collision occurred in bike lane segments versus non-bike-lane segments was assessed. Three types of bicycle-motor 


vehicle accidents that seemed unaffected by bike lanes were used as a standard for evaluating the role of bike lanes in 


other categories of accidents. Specifically, accidents where a bicyclist failed to stop or yield at a controlled intersection, 


where a motorist failed to stop or yield at a controlled intersection, and where a motorist made an improper left turn 


were analyzed. The analysis found differential decreases in crash frequencies across five classes of bicycle-motor vehicle 


collisions at locations with bike lanes: bicyclists exiting driveways, motorists exiting driveways, bicyclists on the wrong 


side of the street, motorists overtaking bicyclists, and motorists making improper rights. The research team found a 


higher frequency of crashes in the case of bicyclists making improper left turns. The authors concluded that the results 


indicated an overall reduction in bicycle-motor vehicle collisions in Davis following the installation of bicycle lanes (2).  


Table 3: Percentage and frequency of bicyclist-motor vehicle collisions by type and presence or absence of bike lanes 


Accident Type Percentage of all accidents by type of street Expected rate of accidents by type of street 


 With Bicycle Lanes Without Bicycle With Bicycle Lanes Without Bicycle 
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A 2010 study by Duthie, Brady, Mills, and Machemehl looked at 48 sites in Austin, Houston, and San Antonio to 


determine how bike lanes, wide curb lanes, and on-street parking affected bicyclist safety. Using over 13,900 


observations recorded on video, Duthie et al. used regression model analysis to conclude that bike lanes were safer for 


bicyclists than wide curb lanes because the bicyclists positioned themselves better within the space to avoid obstacles, 


such as open car doors (10). A buffer zone between the bike lane and the parking lane led to even safer bicycle 


positioning, as shown in the following graph: 


 


Figure 6. Summary of motorist and bicyclist distances from the curb before and after implementation of a buffer. 


[Caption: Figure 2 from Duthie, Brady, Mills, and Machemehl (2010), showing the distributions of bicyclist and motorist 
positions in feet from the curb (10).] 


Bike lanes also reduced the change in lateral positioning of motorists during passing and non-passing events, which 


showed the motorists felt comfortable passing bicyclists without encroaching upon another traffic lane (10). 


A 2012 article by Chen, Chen, Ewing, McKnight, Srinivasan, and Roe evaluated the effectiveness of bike lanes in 


increasing bicyclist safety at intersections and on roadway segments. The researchers used two-group pretest-posttest 


research design to compare collision statistics following the installation of bike lines at 669 intersections and on 660 


roadway segments throughout New York City. Bicycle collision statistics were collected for the five-year period 


preceding bike lane installation, as well as the two-year period following it, and the authors used ANCOVA analysis to 


control for potential regression-to-the-mean effects. Analysis of their results indicated that bicyclist crash incidence 


actually increased by 25.4 percent at intersection sites, compared to a decrease of 10 percent at comparison intersections. 


On roadway segments, bicyclist crashes decreased by 2.8 percent on treated roadway segments, but decreased by 49.6 


percent on comparison roadway segments. This resulted in an ANCOVA-adjusted increase in bicyclist collisions of 58 


percent at intersections and by 138 percent on roadway segments, results that were significant at the 0.05 level. Because 


bicyclist volumes were not recorded before and after the bike lane installation, the researchers could not definitively state 
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Two types of routes with bike lanes were considered: major street routes without parked cars and major street routes 


with parked cars. The table below gives the unadjusted and adjusted odds ratios for each of these route types. 


Confidence intervals whose range includes 1 are not considered statistically significant (13). 


Table 6: Comparison of route types at injury and control sites in Vancouver and Toronto 


Variable Number of Injury Sites Number of Control 
Sites 


Unadjusted OR 
(95% C.I.) 


Adjusted OR 
(95% C.I.) 


Major street route with 
parked cars and no bike 
infrastructure 


155 114 
1.00 (Reference 


category) 
1.00 (Reference 


category) 


Major street route with 
parked cars and bike 
lane 


25 28 0.53 (0.26, 1.07) 0.69 (0.32, 1.48) 


Major street route 
without parked cars and 
bike lane 


35 46 0.47* (0.26, 0.83) 0.54 (0.29, 1.01) 


Local street route with 
designated bike route 


52 57 0.53* (0.30, 0.94) 0.49* (0.26, 0.90) 


* Indicates a p-value of <.05. 


[Caption: Excerpt from Table 4 of the Teschke et al. (2012) article showing a comparison of the risk of injury on road 
types compared to randomly selected control sites. For those odds ratios marked with an asterisk, the association 
between that type of route and injury risk was statistically significant at the 95% confidence level.(13).] 


Their analysis showed that there was an association between the type of street and presence of a bike route and the 


risk of injury risk. Riding on a major street with a designated bike route was associated with a statistically significant 51 


percent decrease in the risk of experiencing an injury. For the major street routes with bike lanes, the results of the 


adjusted odds ratio analysis were not significant whether or not there was on-street parking. Based on the results of all 


14 classes of route type, the researchers concluded that bicycle route infrastructure, including bike lanes, can be designed 


to prevent injury to cyclists (13). 
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2.4 Shared Bus-Bike Lanes 
To date, only one before-and-after study has evaluated the safety impacts of shared bicycle/bus lanes in the United 


States. The City of Minneapolis Department of Public Works released a report in 2011 that evaluated the reconfiguration 


of a one-mile segment of a downtown street. The street was converted from one-way with a contraflow bus lane and 


center two-way bicycle lane to a two-way street with a designated shared lane for bicyclists, buses, and right turning 


motor vehicles. To enhance visibility and awareness, the shared lane was marked with green paint and markings. To 


understand bicyclist, motorist, and bus interactions in the new shared lane, the department collected video recordings 


before and after the reconfiguration of the street. While bicyclist crash rates decreased overall, the number of bus and 


bicyclists interactions was too small (n=21) to derive statistically significant conclusions about the safety results of the 


shared lane conversion (1). 


1. City of Minneapolis Department of Public Works. Hennepin Avenue Green Shared Lane Study. 2011. 


http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@publicworks/documents/images/wcms1p-


085711.pdf 


 


2.5 Contraflow Bike Lanes 
There are currently no resources for this section. 


2.6 Cycle Tracks 
A 2008 analysis by Jensen was one of the first studies that used pre- and post-treatment data from treatment and 


comparison groups to evaluate the effect of cycle track installation on bicyclist and other road users’ safety. Jensen 


studied the effects of 20.6 km of cycle tracks that were built between 1978 and 2003 in Copenhagen, Denmark. To do 


so, he used stepwise methodology designed to account for regression-to-the-mean effects, crash trends, and traffic 


volumes. He chose equally long before and after periods for each road that was analyzed, as well as data from what he 


called a “before-before” period, a 5-year period that occurred 8-12 years before lanes were installed, in order to control 


for potential regression-to-the-mean effects at sites chosen for treatment. Using pre-treatment data adjusted for increases 


in traffic volumes, Jensen generated an expected number of collisions if no treatment had been applied to use for 


comparison purposes (1). 


 


Figure 21. Cross section view of a street showing Copenhagen-style cycle tracks. 



http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@publicworks/documents/images/wcms1p-085711.pdf

http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@publicworks/documents/images/wcms1p-085711.pdf

eshandy

Highlight







39 
www.pedbikeinfo.org 


[Caption: Excerpt from Table 4 of the Teschke et al. (2012) article showing a comparison of the risk of injury on route 
types compared to randomly selected control sites. For those odds ratios marked with an asterisk, the association 
between that type of route and injury risk was statistically significant at the 95% confidence level.(13).] 


Cycle tracks were associated with an 89 percent reduction in injury risk when compared to major streets with parked 


cars and without bicycle infrastructure, which was the lowest injury risk of all studied infrastructure. Additionally, data 


from the Metro Vancouver route preference survey indicated that cycle tracks were preferred to many other types of 


bicyclist infrastructure. Teschke et al. concluded that cycle tracks are an effective method of injury prevention for 


cyclists. 


 


Figure 25. Bicyclist infrastructure types by safety and preference. 


[Caption: Figure 1 from Teschke et al. (2012) showing types of bicyclist infrastructure organized by route preference and 


route safety. Note the preference for cycle tracks and their relative safety. (3)] 


A 2013 article by Harris et al. used the same data as the Teschke et al. study (2012), but different analytical techniques 


to understand the association between different roadway infrastructure types and bicyclist injury in Toronto and 


Vancouver, Canada. They divided the 690 intersection sites into intersection and non-intersection locations. Of the 478 


non-intersection injury sites, they compared the risk of experiencing an injury while bicycling on cycle tracks to streets 


without any pedestrian or bicyclist infrastructure Conditional logistic regression was conducted with one or two control 


sites per injury site to estimate the association between injury occurrence and infrastructure type. An adjusted odds ratio 


was computed using all significant variables. The researchers found that cycle tracks were associated with a statistically 
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significant 95 percent decrease in the risk of a bicycling injury (adjusted odds ratio 0.05, 95% confidence interval -99% to 


-59%). Based on the results of their analysis, the researchers supported the use of facilities separated from motor 


vehicles as a means of injury prevention for bicyclists (4). 


 


Figure 26. A cycle track in Vancouver. 


[Caption: A cyclist uses a cycle track in Vancouver. Photo by clauretano 
http://www.flickr.com/photos/83569292@N00/5969248472] 


A 2013 article by Goodno, McNeil, Parks, and Trainor examined the impact of a cycle track installed in Washington, 


D.C., on the safety, comfort, and convenience of all road users. The two-way cycle track was eight feet wide, with a 


three-foot buffer delineated by white bollards. At some intersections, signal timing was changed to reduce bicyclist 


conflicts with left-turning vehicles. The researchers conducted before-and-after analyses of bicycle and motor vehicle 


volumes; bicycle, motor vehicle, and pedestrian level of service (LOS); bicyclist and motorist corridor travel times; 


bicyclist, motorist, pedestrian, business owner, and resident satisfaction with the cycle track; and bicycle collision rate for 


the four years preceding and one year following the cycle track installation. Following the installation, bicyclist volumes 


increased on all cycle track segments, with a 200 percent increase observed on some segments. In comparison, motor 


vehicle volumes remained relatively constant. Analysis using the Danish Bicycle LOS indicated that bicyclist LOS 


increased from D and E to A and B throughout the corridor.  


With regards to safety, the rate and number of crashes increased on one segment following the installation of the 


cycle track, even when accounting for greater bicyclist volumes. An analysis of videotaped data from intersections 


indicated that some bicyclists were following the signal for motor vehicles, rather than the pedestrian signal as intended. 


As a result, the researchers recommended the installation of bicycle signal heads to clarify the issue. Finally, an intercept 


survey of bicyclists using the cycle track indicated that bicyclists overwhelmingly felt that bicyclist was safer and easier 


with the addition of the cycle track. Likewise, motorist attitudes toward the cycle track were generally positive. The 


researchers concluded that the cycle track successfully increased cyclist comfort and convenient without sacrificing 


motor vehicle operations. Safety data will continue to be monitored and the research team made several 


recommendations to improve safety in the corridor as a result of their analysis (5). 
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percent of Portland’s road network, approximately nine percent of all travel recorded by the GPS devices occurred on 


bicycle boulevards (2). 


 


Figure 49. Percent bicycle travel miles by facility type, compared to percent of network mileage. 


[Caption: Table 1 from Dill (2009) showing that bicycle boulevards captured nine percent of bicycle travel miles, despite 
comprising less than one percent of bicycle network infrastructure (2).] 
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5.5 Visual Narrowing  
There are currently no resources for this section. 


6.0 Trails/Shared-Use Paths 


6.1 Separate Shared-Use Path 
A 1994 article by Tinsworth, Cassidy, and Polen discussed the results of a study by the U.S. Consumer Product 


Safety Commission to determine which circumstances were associated with bicycle-related injuries. Nearly 600 cases of 


bicycle injury data from 90 U.S. hospital emergency rooms were identified using the National Electronic Injury 


Surveillance System (NEISS). Of those cases, investigators were able to collect data about injury circumstances from 474 


bicyclists, and of those, 420 met all inclusion criteria. Relative risk was computed for different factors associated with 



http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457511001941

http://www.palgrave-journals.com/jphp/journal/v30/nS1/pdf/jphp200856a.pdf
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bicyclist injuries, including bike paths. For children, it was found that riding on a bike path was associated with an 88 


percent reduction in the risk of injury when compared to riding in the street. For adults, it was found that riding on a 


bike path was associated with an 86 percent reduction in the risk of injury when compared to riding in the street. The 


authors concluded that, in the interest of bicyclist injury prevention, it would be reasonable to encourage bicycle use on 


lower-risk infrastructure (1).  


 


Figure 50. Bicyclist on a separate shared-use path. 


[Caption: A bicyclist uses the 12.3 mile Elyria-Oberlin-Kipton bike path in northern Ohio. Photo by Ed Chadwick. 


http://www.flickr.com/photos/67278751@N00/539644733 ] 


In a similar vein, Rodgers (1997) evaluated the association between bike paths/lanes and adult bicyclist crash risk. 


Analysis data came from a mail survey conducted in 1990. Qualifying respondents were at least 18 years old and owned 


bicycles that had been new when purchased. Nearly 3,000 in-depth questionnaires were collected, which provided 


information about falls or crashes experienced within the previous year as well as primary riding surface. Over nine 


percent of respondents reported a crash or fall in the previous year. Results of data analysis showed that bike 


paths/lanes (which were studied together), were associated with a 40 percent reduction in the risk of falls or crashes 


when compared to riding on roadways (OR: 0.60, CI: 0.38-0.95), results which were significant at the 0.05 level. Three 


potential limitations were the self-report of results, the lack of injury data, and the lack of differentiation between bike 


paths and bike lanes. The authors concluded that the higher risk of crashes and falls on the roadway compared to bike 


paths/lanes indicates the importance of the riding environment on bicyclist safety (2).   


References 
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7.0 Markings, Signs, and Signals 


7.1 Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) 
 


While the majority of studies to evaluate rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) focus on their pedestrian safety 


benefits, the beacons’ ability to increase motorist yielding at midblock crossings benefits bicyclists crossing at RRFB 


locations as well. 


A 2009 report by Hunter, Srinivasan, and Martell summarized the effects of installing a pedestrian-activated RRFB at 


the location of one uncontrolled trail crossing at a busy (15,000 ADT), four-lane urban street in St. Petersburg, Florida. 


The researchers used a mounted video camera to collect pre- and post-treatment data about trail user (bicyclists and 


pedestrians) and driver interactions at the trail crossing. Analysis of the data showed a statistically significant reduction in 


trail user crossing delay, as well as a statistically significant (p<0.001) increase in motorist yielding (from 2 percent pre-


treatment to 35 percent post-treatment, and 54 percent when the beacon was activated). The researchers concluded that 


there was an increase in safety at the intersection as a result of installing the RRFB (1). 


 


Figure 52. Diagram showing the intersection of a trail and roadway enhanced with an RRFB. 


[Caption: Diagram by the city of Bloomington, Indiana. 


http://bloomington.in.gov/documents/viewDocument.php?document_id=7158] 


A 2010 report by the Federal Highway Administration by Shurbutt and Van Houten reported on the effects of 


installing RRFBs at 22 multilane, uncontrolled crosswalks in St. Petersburg, Florida; Washington, D.C.; and Mundelein, 


Illinois. On average across all sites, 4 percent of drivers yielded to pedestrians pre-treatment, while at the two-year 


follow-up, an average of 84 percent of drivers yielded to pedestrians at all sites, demonstrating the measure’s 


maintenance of effect over time. Data collected at night showed an increase in driver yielding behavior from 4.8 percent 


pre-treatment to 84.6 percent (two-beacon RRFB) and 99.5 percent (four-beacon RRFB) post-treatment. The authors 



http://bloomington.in.gov/documents/viewDocument.php?document_id=7158
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April 15, 2022


Mr. Brett Fulgoni


Interim Director of Public Works


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 101


Santa Maria, CA  93458


Subject: Support for the City of Santa Maria to Pursue Active Transportation Program – Cycle 6 Funding


Dear Mr. Fulgoni:


Robert Bruce Elementary School supports the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department in its pursuit of an Active


Transportation Program Grant to construct a bicycle and pedestrian improvement project that targets an important


east-west corridor for non-motorized travel for all users, and specifically improves travel for students at BruceSchool  that


walk or bike on this route.


We understand that the objective of this improvement project is to improve the pedestrian and bicycle network for all


users, improve driver yielding rates at crosswalks, and reduce vehicular speeds. The project will retrofit or install curb


ramps, perform road diets, install curb extensions, and rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) along this route to


provide equitable and more convenient access to all residents that may use these facilities.


Bruce ‘s commits to advocating for Safe Routes to School, and we support the City’s effort to pursue funding to construct


this Active Transportation project.


Sincerely,


JJorde


Jillian Jorde


Principal


Robert Bruce Elementary School


Proud to be, Santa Maria Bonita School District
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April 15, 2022


Mr. Brett Fulgoni


Interim Director of Public Works


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 101


Santa Maria, CA 93458


Subject: Support for the City of Santa Maria to Pursue Active Transportation Program – Cycle 6
Funding


Dear Mr. Fulgoni:


Fairlawn Elementary supports the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department in its pursuit of an Active


Transportation Program Grant to construct a bicycle and pedestrian improvement project that targets an


important east-west corridor for non-motorized travel for all users, and specifically improves travel for


students atFairlawn Elementary School that walk or bike on this route.


We understand that the objective of this improvement project is to improve the pedestrian and bicycle


network for all users, improve driver yielding rates at crosswalks, and reduce vehicular speeds. The


project will retrofit or install curb ramps, perform road diets, install curb extensions, and rectangular


rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) along this route to provide equitable and more convenient access to all


residents that may use these facilities.


Fairlawn Elementary commits to advocating for Safe Routes to School, and we support the City’s effort to


pursue funding to construct this Active Transportation project.


Sincerely,


Andrea Alvarez


Principal


Fairlawn Elementary School


(805)361-7506
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April 15, 2022


Mr. Brett Fulgoni


Interim Director of Public Works


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 101


Santa Maria, CA  93458


Subject: Support for the City of Santa Maria to Pursue Active Transportation Program – Cycle 6 Funding


Dear Mr. Fulgoni:


Fesler Junior High School supports the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department in its pursuit of an Active


Transportation Program Grant to construct a bicycle and pedestrian improvement project that targets an


important east-west corridor for non-motorized travel for all users, and specifically improves travel for students


at Fesler that walk or bike on this route.


We understand that the objective of this improvement project is to improve the pedestrian and bicycle network


for all users, improve driver yielding rates at crosswalks, and reduce vehicular speeds. The project will retrofit or


install curb ramps, perform road diets, install curb extensions, and rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs)


along this route to provide equitable and more convenient acc